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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Smith (US Patent No. 5,950,140 in view of Tomioka et al. (US Patent No. 6,606,748). 

With regard to collecting the measured data items, as shown in claims 1 and 7, 
Smith teaches using remote sensors to collect position information (col. 2, lines 6-24; 
col. 2, line 55 - col. 4, line 67). With regard to generating measurement data for users 
according to contract conditions for each user, as shown in claims 1 and 7, Smith 
teaches gathering measurements and generating a report according to an user defined 
set of data (col. 6, lines 1-23). Smith does not teach storing contract conditions for a 
plurality of users, hierarchically grouping in editing the measured data, storing the 
generated measurement data hierarchically grouped for a plurality of users in a 
database or transmitting in response to a data request the data according to contract 
conditions of the requester. 

Tomioka et al. teach storing attribute data in an attribute information storage 
section of an information provider (col. 11, line 60 - col. 12, line 20). Tomioka etal. 
teach dividing data into a number of levels and selecting appropriate types of data for 
types of user and giving priority to certain data for users according to characteristics of 
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the user and therefore teach hierarchically grouping data according to the user 
attributes or contract conditions (col. 11, lines 32-63; col. 14, line 35 - col. 16, line 35). 
Tomioka et al. teach storing the data in a database and grouping data for a plurality of 
users (col. 13, lines 24-28; col. 15, line 53 - col. 16, line 35). Tomioka et al. teach 
transmitting corresponding to contract conditions in response to a data request (col. 16, 
lines 54-61). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the land monitoring method, as taught by Smith, to 
include providing customized information grouped into different levels and types based 
on attributes and characteristics to users in response to a data requests, because then 
information would have been customized to more than one user and unneeded 
information would not have been transmitted (Tomioka et al., col. 1, line 51 - col. 2, line 
9). 

3. Claims 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Smith in view of Tomioka et al., as applied to claims 1 and 7 above, 
and further in view of Oishi (JP 410112264A). 

Smith and Tomioka et al. teach all the limitations of claim 1 upon which claims 2, 
3, 5 and 6 depend and claim 7 upon which claims 8, 9, 1 1 and 12 depend. Further, with 
regard to generating measurement data according to contract conditions, as shown in 
claims 3 and 9, Smith teaches using an user defined set of data, as shown above with 
regard to claims 1 , 4, 7 and 1 0. Smith and Tomioka et al. do not teach generating data 
on the condition that each at least one measuring instrument does not malfunction, as 
shown in claims 2 and 8, or determining whether at least one of the measured data 
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items is abnormal and giving a re-measurement instruction in the case where at least 
one measured data item is abnormal, as shown in claims 3, 5, 6, 9, 1 1 and 12. 

Oishi teaches determining whether a measurement value is abnormal or 
erroneous and making a remeasurement when data is abnormal (Abstract). Oishi 
teaches displaying data when it is judged to be correct. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the creep 
monitoring apparatus, as taught by Smith, to include checking to make sure 
measurements are normal and remeasuring when an abnormal measurement is 
detected, as taught by Oishi, because then more accurate measurements would have 
been made and inaccurate measurements would not have been included in the data 
collection. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 6 July 2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant states that the cited art does not teach or suggest generating 
measurement data for each of a plurality of contract users, which is obtained by 
hierarchically grouping in editing the measured data items according to the stored 
contract conditions for each of the plurality of users. Smith teaches gathering 
measurements and generating a report according to an user defined set of data (col. 6, 
lines 1-23). The Examiner relies on Tomioka et al. to teach hierarchically grouping the 
data. Tomioka et al. teach dividing data into a number of levels and selecting 
appropriate types of data for types of user and giving priority to certain data for users 
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according to characteristics of the user and therefore teach hierarchically grouping data 
according to the user attributes or contract conditions (col. 11, lines 32-63; col. 14, line 
35 -col. 16, line 35). 

Applicant states that the cited art does not teach storing the generated 
measurement data hierarchically grouped for each of the plurality of contract users in a 
database. Tomioka et al. teach storing the data in a database and grouping data for a 
plurality of users (col. 13, lines 24-28; col. 15, line 53 - col. 16, line 35). 

Applicant states that the cited art does not teach transmitting in response to a 
data request from a contract user, data corresponding to contract conditions. Tomioka 
et al. teach transmitting corresponding to contract conditions in response to a data 
request (col. 16, lines 54-61). 

Applicant further states that Tomioka does not purport to be directed to ground 
measurement data and therefore one skilled in the art would not have looked to the 
teachings of Tomioka, Tomioka et al. is generally directed to providing customized 
information to a plurality of users (col. 1, lines 10-16; col. 27, line 49 - col. 28, line 52). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the land monitoring method, as taught by Smith, to include providing 
customized information grouped into different levels and types based on attributes and 
characteristics to users in response to a data requests, because then information would 
have been customized to more than one user and unneeded information would not have 
been transmitted (Tomioka et al., col. 1 , line 51 - col. 2, line 9). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Manuel L. Barbee whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2212. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marc S. Hoff can be reached on 571-272-2216. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 for 
regular communications and (703) 872-9306 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 



0976. 
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August 16, 2004 
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